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A PLEA FOR LUTHERAN SUPPORT 


By AMBROSE HERING, D.D. 


Superimtendent, the Inner Mission Society of the Lutheran 
Church, New York City 


church settlement worker in the textile dis- 
trict of Philadelphia where there was abundant 

and positive evidence, I have been convinced of the 
evils of modern child labor. It was physically and 
morally harmful then, even as it is now also economi- 
cally indefensible, especial- 
ly with over ten million un- 
employed in the country. 

The opponents of the 
Federal Child Labor Amend- 
ment have not faced the real 
facts. Instead, they have 
tried to raise the old issue 
of government interference 
with parental liberty and 
they contend that the 
Amendment aims at parish 
education. Here and there 
zealous churchmen, includ- 
ing some Lutherans, have 
been temporarily misled.. 
Now that our Catholic 
friends have organized their 
national Citizens’ Commit- 
tee to support the Amend- 
ment, and in the light of 
present day conditions, other 
church groups should not 
any longer allow themselves 
to be influenced by half-truths. It would be interesting 
to learn how and by whom this campaign of misrepre- 
sentation is being financed. 

Every delay in the abolition of this evil is at the ex- 
pense of the rights of modern childhood, our future 
citizens. It is true that child labor has gone up 58 per 
cent since the NRA was declared unconstitutional. 
Thousands of employable youths, out of school, have 
never had a chance at jobs and among the younger 
age group many have had no opportunity at vocational 
training. Nor must it be forgotten that modern indus- 
try increasingly requires speed and adaptability. It 
reduces the span in years of individual earning ca- 
pacity. With the constant change in occupations and 
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industrial relations, right habits, technical skills and 
sound health must be built into personality during the 
formative years of life. Indeed the church in her moth- 
ering love of childhood, especially the under-privi- 
leged, must lift up her voice against the exploitation 


of modern child labor. This Amendment has 


nothing to do with parental 
child training and the chores 
on the farm or the family 
tasks with which we are 
familiar. It aims to abolish 
child labor in gainful occu- 
pations like factories and 
mills. It says give children 
a chance to grow up rather 
than as cheap labor to com- 
pete with adult breadwin- 
ners in modern industry. It 
stands for sound progress in 
its emphasis on more ade- 
quate child preparation for 
the complicated problems of 
tomorrow’s State and tomor- 
row’s Church. To study all 
the facts and weigh the evi- 
dence means to become a 
supporter of the Federal 
Child Labor Amendment. 


“We, as a group, have been thinking of the time 
when Jesus was lost as a boy. From this we began to 
think about other lost boys. After reading and study- 
ing, we found that many boys lost the chance for edu- 
cation and plenty of good fun and exercise through 
some of the states not having helped to pass the Fed- 
eral Child Labor Law. We don’t think that it is right 
to have small boys doing the work of men and keep- 
ing them from getting jobs and wages. We hope that 
you will vote for the Federal Child Labor Amend- 
ment.” 

(Letter to Assembly Judiciary Committee from boy in 
the Seventh Grade of Saint Paul’s Church School, Great 
Neck, New York) . 
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THE LITTLE MERCHANT RACKET 


ITH the belief that at an early age children 

should be trained in habits of responsibility 
and thrift, we are in hearty agreement. But the “little 
merchant’’ system, as developed by many newspapers 
today, leaves us stone cold. We can see in it nothing 
but a clever scheme for a very cheap method of dis- 
tributing the wares of a gigantic business. 

Aside from the debatable questions of ages and 
hours, our quarrel with this system is based on two 
features. One, the fact that the little merchant is not 
an employee and therefore is excluded from the bene- 
fits of the workmen’s compensation law, we have com- 
mented upon before, citing specific evidence that the 
newsboy’s status as an independent merchant is de- 
liberately used to prevent compensation claims. 

Our second quarrel is based on the financial liability 
which the child must assume. Ordinarily a firm which 
sells produce takes the responsibility for unpaid bills. 
Not so the newspapers. The “little merchant” bears 
the entire risk. He is on no wage or commission basis. 
He has no guaranteed minimum income. He must pur- 
chase his papers outright, deliver them on the route 
and to the customers assigned by the newspapers, and 
collect for their sale. If he cannot collect—and many 
older and more experienced salesmen than newsboys 
have difficulty collecting these days—it is his loss. 

We were reminded of this racket by an article in 
Editor & Publisher, April 18, in which is reproduced 
one of a series of illustrated ads run by a daily news- 
paper urging subscribers to pay their bills promptly 
so that the young newsboy will not be left “holding 
the bag.” The ad stresses the fact that ‘‘the boy who 
delivers your Star trusts you” and “if you do not pay 
him he suffers financial loss. More important he loses 
faith in human nature. Keep faith with the boy.” 

But what about the publishers? Why should they 
not bear the burden of uncollected bills, why should 
they not be responsible when people move leaving no 
address, when customers repeatedly ask for extension 
of credit? Does a system, whereby a wealthy industry 
passes on to 10- and 12-year-old children its financial 
risks, tend to inculcate ‘faith in human nature’? 


PATERSON IN THE PRESS 


Eye the caption, “Family Silk Loom Weaves 
Only Ruin,” a staff correspondent of the New 
York Times (April 12) reveals that the “family- 
loom” industry in Paterson has proved a boomerang. 
According to the Times, “The ‘family-loom’ industry 
started during the pre-boom period, when ambitious 
weavers on wages purchased looms to get into busi- 
ness for themselves. They were frankly willing to 
work longer than standard hours and also willing to 
work their wives and children in order to get ahead.” 

With the onset of the depression not only did the 
number of such plants increase, with intolerable labor 
and working conditions including the use of child 
labor, but the family looms became a very real threat 
to the silk industry, through their constant undercut- 
ting of prices. “No matter how low the large manu- 
facturers in the South, with their new automatic ma- 
chinery and open labor shops, might reduce the price, 
the converters in control of the family shops in Pater- 
son could go a little lower. The families took up the 
slack by working a little longer and calling in relatives 
and children from play.” 

But now the family-loom weavers have found that 
“their ownership of the instruments of production has 
reduced them to starvation incomes, while their indi- 
vidual enterprise has kept the price structure of the 
broadsilk industry steadily sinking. The next stage 
for most of the ‘family-loom’ shops is apparently the 
relief rolls.” 


SPEAKING OF LOBBIES 


HE revelations of the Senate Lobby Committee 
are not without significance to the Child Labor 
Amendment struggle. It was under the auspices of the 
Sentinels of the Republic that the National Committee 
for the Protection of Child, Family, School and 
Church was organized for the express purpose of de- 
feating the Amendment. Nine of the Executive Com- 
mittee of this group are also members of the Execu- 
tive Committee of the Sentinels. One of its executive 
members, John Henry Kirby of Texas, is Chairman of 
the Southern Committee to Uphold the Constitution, 
two are on the Committee of five appointed by the 
American Bar Association to oppose the Amendment; 
and another member of the Bar Committee, William 
Logan Martin of Alabama, is likewise active in the 
Southern Committee to Uphold the Constitution. 
The violent and misleading statements about the 
Amendment issued by the National Committee for the 
Protection of Child, Family, School and Church are 
on a par with the activities of the Sentinels and the 
Southern Committee in other fields. The interlocking 
directorates are no mere coincidence. It is clear that 
a desperate fight agairist the Amendment is being 
waged and undoubtedly financed by “big business.” 
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THE CIRCUS COMES TO TOWN! 
BARNUM AND—TOBIN 


ITH Jerome D. Barnum, president of the 

American Newspaper Publishers’ Association 
as Grand Master of Ceremonies, the opponents of the 
Child Labor Amendment marshalled their forces at 
the hearing before the Senate Judiciary Committee at 
Albany on March 31. As last year, Charles J. Tobin, 
secretary of the New York State Catholic Welfare 
Committee, functioned as general manager behind 
the scenes, the official transcript of the hearings re- 


-vealing that many of the documents filed by the oppo- 


sition were sent in reply to requests from him. 

The Senate Judiciary Committee apparently was 
dazzled by the performance, for to date they have 
not reported out the bill for a vote. The rest of the 
audience, however, several hundred strong, were 
rather bored with the annual repetition of the same 
old tricks and 90 per cent of the applause was given 
to the presentation of the proponents. 

For the grand opening act there was read a letter 
from Nicholas Murray Butler who had the temerity 
to say that “We have the word of the President of the 
United States three times publicly repeated that child 
labor is no longer to be found in this country.” Every- 
one of course is aware of the fact that the President's 
statements were made some months ago when child 
labor had been temporarily banned under the indus- 
trial codes—but possibly Mr. Butler had not heard of 
the Supreme Court decision voiding the NRA. 

Next came Mr. Barnum, who solemnly declared 
that representatives from ‘‘the home, the family, the 
church and the school” were present to voice their 
Opposition. That phraseology smacks of the National 
Committee for the Protection of Child, Family, School 
and Church organized by the Sentinels of the Repub- 
lic Cof recent Senate Lobby Committee fame) for 
the express purpose of defeating the Amendment. 

Then there followed an array of speakers present- 
ing the usual type of argument reflecting on the intel- 
ligence of legislators, implying that the Republican 
Congress of 1924 was under Communistic influence 
and in general picturing the Federal Government as 
awaiting only the sanction of the Amendment to 
swoop down upon every home in the land and enslave 
the children “into idleness.” 

The grand finale, as recorded in the transcript, is a 
poem about a boy who 

*, . isn’t afraid of the stuff called work, 
He’s eager and willing and quick to learn. 
Give him a job and he'll never shirk. 

Even the candles at night he'll burn. . . .” 

It is pertinent to ask how a Senate Judiciary Com- 
mittee, composed of legal minds, can seriously con- 
sider that such a performance offers any suitable 
grounds for refusing a vote on an Amendment to the 
United States Constitution. 


THE PROPONENTS STATE THEIR CASE 


W ITH the memory of last year’s secret killing of 
the Amendment by the Senate Judiciary Com- 
mittee in mind, and determined to leave no doubt of 
the overwhelming strength of public opinion in favor 
of ratification, representatives of organized labor, em- 
ployers, church groups, women’s organizations, civic 
and educational associations packed the Senate Cham- 
ber. Only a few of those who had come to speak, many 
from a long distance, had an opportunity to be heard. 

After a strong plea for ratification by representa- " 
tives of the State Federation of Labor, Mayor LaGuatr- 
dia, in what was probably the most stirring address 
ever made on the Child Labor Amendment, spoke of 
his record in Congress when the measure was before 
that body and said, “I consider this vote the very peak 
of my whole legislative career.” After explaining the 
reasons for the phraseology used, the Mayor cited 
dramatic instances of what child labor means. 

Charles C. Burlingham, Chairman of the Non-Par- 
tisan Committee for Ratification, gave figures on the 
return of child labor since the NRA decision, empha- 
sized the competition which industry in a state like 
New York, with advanced child labor laws, suffers 
and declared that he would not have the effrontery 
to present to a Legislative Committee the arguments 
offered by the opposition, who practically said that 
you could not trust the representatives of the people 
to make laws. 

The Catholic Citizens’ Committee was represented 
by Edward K. Kennedy of New York City, who filed 
a brief in behalf of members of that faith who favor 
ratification. Pointing out that it has always been to the 
Federal Government that Catholics have turned for 
protection of their rights against encroachment by 
the states, Mr. Kennedy declared, ‘‘Catholics have 
nothing to fear from Congress. It gave them equal 
rights when equal rights were denied them elsewhere. 
Never in its history has it yielded to religious bigocry.” 

The feeling of the assemblage was revealed in the 
ringing cheers which accompanied Max Steuer’s clos- 
ing remarks. Referring to the opposition, he isked, 
“Could there have been argued anything more non- 
sensical? When you find prepared, well-arranged ef- 
fort, when you find scientific reasoning minds em- 
ployed to bring conviction to you, why and when do 
they argue nonsense? Only when they can’t find sense 
to support them. . . . How dare you, I ask, how dare 
you, and as a citizen I have a right to ask, how dare 
you kill a resolution of this importance without giving 
the Senate body opportunity to pass judgment on it? 
. .. Be just to all the children of America.” 


Despite a special message to the Legislature from 
Governor Lehman, the Senate Judiciary Committee, 
with adjournment probably scheduled within a few 
days, has so far failed to be just. 
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YOUNG REPUBLICANS ENDORSE 
AMENDMENT 


NDORSEMENT of the Child Labor Amendment 
was voted by the fourth New England Confer- 
ence of Young Republicans meeting in Providence on 
April 6. Leading the forces for approval of the 
Amendment was Wilbur P. Davis of Worcester, Mas- 
sachusetts, who pointed out that the Amendment had 
been endorsed in previous Republican national plat- 
forms and had passed Congress with the support of 
‘ such men as the late Calvin Coolidge and the late 
Senator Henry Cabot Lodge. 


' IT HAS NEVER BEEN EASY! 


Twenty Years Ago Today (New York Herald 
Tribune, Jan. 27, 1936): 
Passage of the child labor bil! by the House of Repre- 
sentatives became assured yesterday on the showing of 
a test vote. The all-day fight over the bill was one of the 
most bitter of the session. . . 
Twenty-five Years Ago (The Survey, April 19, 
1936): 
The most stubbornly contested measure before the In- 
diana state legislature was the child labor bill . . . passed 
at the end of the session. 


NEW PUBLICATIONS 


“Profitable, Reasonable and Right’”—reprint of an 
editorial in Collier’s, March 28, 1936. 

“Is Child Labor Abolished?”—reprint of an edito- 
rial in The Nation, April 15, 1936. 

“The Return of Child Labor since the NRA”’’—a 
compilation of available data on the return of child 
labor since the NRA Cmimeographed). 

The reprints and compilation can be secured from 
the National Child Labor Committee. Five cents each. 


THE “NEUTRAL” HERALD TRIBUNE 


PROMINENT front-page item featuring the 
official Marshall report on the effect of the NRA 
decision on child labor was headlined in the Herald 
Tribune April 2 as follows: 
City Edition: EXPIRING N. R. A. REPORTS GAINS 


IN CHILD LABOR—Collapse of Standards Is 
Claimed in Final Statement from Marshall 


Late City Edition: N. R. A. REPORTS DIFFER ON 
GAIN IN CHILD LABOR—Flood of Papers 
Loosed by Dying Bureau Offer Almost Any Con- 
clusion. 

It recalls another occurrence in the Herald Tribune 
of November 19, 1934. The early edition carried a 
full column on President Roosevelt’s endorsement of 
the Amendment with a feature headline: 


ROOSEVELT ASKS CHILD LABOR 
AMENDMENT IN CONSTITUTION 


Writes Committee Head of Hope for 
Ratification by Needed 16 States 


Would Hold NRA Gains 


Amendment Backed As Guarantee 
of Permanence 


In later editions not a word of the story was carried, 
though it still remained in the Index! 


Further carrying out its “neutral” policy, the 
Herald Tribune during the past year has consistently 
headlined the measure as the Youth Control Amend- 
ment—despite the fact that the official documents of 
Congress call it the Child Labor Amendment. 


Editorial silence is compensated for by an edito- 
rially eloquent news policy! 





The Public is cordially invited to attend the 
THIRTY- FIRST ANNUAL LUNCHEON CONFERENCE 
OF THE 
NATIONAL CHILD LABOR COMMITTEE 


ATLANTIC City, NEw JeRsEY— May 27, 1936 


Presiding Officer: COURTENAY DINWIDDIE, General Secretary, National Child Labor Committee. 


“YOUNG WAGE EARNERS: A CHALLENGE TO SOCIAL WORKERS” 
Rosert P. LANE, Executive Director, Welfare Council of New York City. 


““CHILD WORKERS OF TODAY” 


KATHARINE F. LENROOT, Chief, Federal Children’s Bureau, United States Department of Labor. 


‘“*THE CHILD LABOR AMENDMENT Must BE RATIFIED” 
FRANK P. WALSH, Chairman, Catholic Citizens’ Committee for Ratification of the Child Labor 


Amendment. 


HOTEL AMBASSADOR 


1:00 P. M. 
EE 35° 


LUNCHEON $1.00 





